Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



10/511,294 



LENHART. KLAUS 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



ERNESTO GARCIA 



3679 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative. PTO personnel): 



n) ERNESTO GARCIA . 



(3) Mr Klasu Lenhart . 



(2) Mr. Alan J. Kasper . 



l4) Mr. Tobias Bremi . 



Date of Interview: 10 December 2008 . 

Type: a)n Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)^ Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)^ applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)l3 Yes e)n No. 

If Yes, brief description: A model of the prior art, DSL 8,004.343 and a model of his mvention . 

Claim(s) discussed: 8. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Lenhart. DE''29.706.849 . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)^ was reached. g)n was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) . 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM. WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet 




Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20081210 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/511,294 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Mr. Lenhart presented the operation of his invention with respect to 
a physical mode and that of the DSI reference. Mr Lenhart explained the operation of his prior art, Figure 5, and 
indicated that the spreadable element does not contact the limit stop disposed at an end of the inner tube. Mr. Kasper 
proposed to insert the language "and contactable with each limit stop" after "thereof in claim 1, line 15. The examiner 
agreed that this language overcomes Lenhart '849 as the spreadable element does not contact the limit stop at the end 
of the inner tube. The examiner indicated that an update search will be conducted In respect to the new language. 



12/05/2008 12:39 FAX 2022937860 



SUGHRUE MION PLLC 



@002/002 



PTOL-413A (11-08) 
Approved foru<ethrQugn 12/31/2008. OM8 06S1-OO31 
U S. Petent and Tmdsmarli Office: U.a. DEPARtMENrr OF COH^ERCi 



Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No 
Examiner: ^- ^^^^ 



10/511.294 



Alt Unit: 



First Named Applicant:J<'a"s LENHART 

3679 Status of Application: ^^"'''"9 



Tentative Participants: 
(1) Alan J. Kasper 

(3) Ebertiard Heim 



(2) Klaus Lenhart 



Proposed Date of Interview: DecemberlO. 2008 

Type of Interview Requested: 
(1) Qxeleplionic (2) f/l Personal 



(4) Tobias Breml 



Proposed Time: 



10:00 



.AM/PM 



(3) I I Video Conference 

Exhibit To Be Sliown or Demonstrated: [2 CH NO 

If yes, provide b rief description; Po'e locking mechanism 

Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(Rej., Obj., etc) 



Claims/ 
Fig.#s 

8. 9. 12 



Prior 
Art 

Lenhart/Neuheil 



Rej 103 


17 


(1)pius DSI 


Rej 103 


15,16 


(2) plus KupsKI 


New Claims 


20-23 





Discussed 


Agreed 


Not Agreed 




m 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 



(4) 

Continuation Sheet Attached 
Brief Description of Argument to be Presented: 

Demonstration by inventor of prior art and claimed invention of differences between Invention and prior art.. 



incompatibility of prior art embodiments that preclude any consideration of combinina feature s and advantages 
of current and new daims 



12/11/08 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified applicatioD on . — ... * 

NOTE: This form should be completed by appUcant and submitted to the examiner in advance of the interview 

(see MPEP § 713,01). ^ . .,^r,Ks„ 

This appUcation will not be delayed from issae because of appUcant's faOure to submit a written record of «h«8 
interview. Therefore, appUeant is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR i.133(djj as 
soon as possible. /Ernesto Garcia/ 



— Apphcant/Apphcant's KepreseatatrO>« signature 

Alan J. Kasper 

"lyped/Pnnted Name oi Applicant or Kepreseniaiivc 
25.426 



Registration Number, if applicable 



Examinor/SPE Signature 



reduGiDg ihiiburdcn. abeuM bo «»i «> the Chief InibnaMJoo OfTKcr. USjP-jnl .nd Tr«l6««A Office. VS. ^^P^'^J^^^J. """^^'^ 
SEND FBBS OR COMPLBTBD FORMS TO THIS AUORBSS. 8BN0 TO! Omn,y^ ^t'I:^f,-^^\f<if^^l^Zul2 

PAGE 2l2'RCVDAT12/S/2008 12:40:34 PM (Eastern Standard Timel'M^^ 



